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REPLY BRIEF 



In response to the Examiner's Answer of December 1 1 , 2007 Applicant hereby replies. 

Claims 7-9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Tajima 

The Examiner states that the two surfaces forming the second sheet transporting path 
in Tajima, namely recessed portion A and a surface of the printer device 3, is not a sheet 
transporting path since the surfaces cannot transport the sheet downward. Appellant 
respectfully disagrees. Claim 7 does not require that the surface of the scanner apparatus and 
the surface of the base apparatus transport the sheet downward. Claim 7 only defines the 
second transport path using the surfaces of a scanner apparatus and a base apparatus, i.e. a path 
that a sheet of paper travels along when the scanner is mounted to the base apparatus. Claim 
7 provides that a second sheet travels along a second transporting path that is defined by a 
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surface of the scanner apparatus and a surface of the base apparatus when the scanner is 
mounted to the base apparatus. Tajima clearly fails to provide a second transport path as 
defined by claim 7. Figure 1 of Tajima clearly provides two molded paths that are defined 
within the printer itself. As such, a surface of the scanner part 2 of Tajima and a surface of 
printer device 3 do not form a second transport path as claimed. Figure 1 of Tajima is 
consistent with Figure 5 of Tajima since Figure 5 clearly shows that the recessed portion of the 
printer body A is located between the housing of the scanner part 2 and the paper X. Both 
Figures 1 and 5 are in direct contradiction to the Examiner's statement that there is no second 
sheet transporting path without the scanner 2 on the printer 3. Figures 1 and 5 of Tajima clearly 
show that the printer device 3 has two molded sheet paths located within the printer that are 
not defined by any surface of the scanner part 2. 

As to the other points raised in the Examiner's Answer these are already addressed in 
Appellant's Appeal Brief of August 7, 2007. 

For all the above reasons and those stated in Appellant's Appeal Brief, the Board is 
respectfully requested to overturn the rejections in the last Office Action. 



Respectfully submitted 
for Applicant, 




By: 

John James McGlew 
Registration No. 31,903 
McGLEW AND TUTTLE, P.C. 
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SHOULD ANY OTHER FEE BE REQUIRED, THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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